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Dear ConunisBioner Rosenfeld:

The National Electrica1 Manufacturers Association (NEMA) Lurninaire Section wishes to
comment on the CEC Outdoor Lighting Standards Proceeding scheduled for discussion

on Tuesday, JWle 18,2002.

The NEMA Luminaire Section has been actively involved in the CEC Outdoor Lighting
Standards Proceeding. The Section has provided a template. testimony and most
recentlys written and oral comments on the March 27,2002 worlcshop. The NEMA
Luminaire Section seeks to bo a productivo participant in tho course of the proceeding
and work cooperatively with the CEC. In light of this understandings however, the
NEMA Luminaire Section has three main concerns with regard to tho scheduled june 18,

2002 workshop:

~-e of Outdoor Lie:htinll Stand~s Pro~e-e~e.: The scope of the CEC Outdoor
Lighting Standards proceeding to dat~ and for the foreseeable future is too broad
to adequately address priority outdoor lighting issues. As you la1ow I the first
public workshop was held March 27, and it is my understanding that CEC staff
propose to have draft outdoor lighting rcgulations by July 2002. However, the
data developed by CEC staff and contactors is not complete and is insufficient to
facilitate a full analysis of the impact of the proposed standards. While NEMA
Luminaire Section members have previously raised these issues of concern, they
have not been adequately addressed as we approach the upcoming workshop on

June 18.
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Timeframe of the Outdoor Li£htine: Standards: The articulated subject areas and
goals of the standards proceeding are very aBgressive givcn the complexity of the
issues. The contemplation of outdoor lighting standards ranges from potential
energy savings in various applications, to the impact oflight trospass and personal
safety. Considering the extensive work the NEMA Luminaire Section has done
on outdoor lighting issues in other states and the amount of time and energy
needed to achieve similar goals in these states, the current CEC timeline is
ambitiouBJ but realistically unachievable. The industry is very concerned that
such a "fast-track" proceeding will restrict opportunities for thoughtfu1J infomled
and thorough comment on initial staff/contractor analysis. The open process of
research, comment, further analysis and scientifica11y based conclusions is the
tedious but respected work of recognized rulomaking. The NEMA Luminaire
Section stands ready to work with you and your staff to develop a brisl{ but
reasonable timeline with focused goals to achieve priority outdoor lighting issues
such as energy savings and life safety.

Adeguacv of the Outdoor Lig;htinR Standard Model: The NEIv1A Lwninaire
Section members have had productive discussions with CEC staff in this area.
However, in order to stand behind tho research and workshop fin~ngs and
recommendations, more detail on the D1odels is required, The cumulative
documents. infonnation and models provided by the contractors in the single
public workshop leave crocial questions unanswered and simply do not

adequately support the recommondation8.
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The NEMA Luminaire Section will have an industry representative at the June 18
workshop to addresB these issues for the record. However, we would like to schedule B
fc,llow-up meeting with you and your senior staff to discuss these issues in greater detail
The prcBS of the J une 18 workshop and the breadth of these matters provented mc from

providing a more thorough set of questions for your consideration.


